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3 They gave UTILITY .a very favorable descrlptlon and. Brock asked
- if UTILITY planned to accept KUBARK's invitation to go to the .
States himself. UTILITY replled that time would not permit his
4 maklng the trip before the spring of 1965 and he was not sure
£ Hetwanted to go even then. He added that KUBARK had invited

! him only because they had a guilty conscience about the

@Deckmann case and he was not sure he wanted to accept their
hoqpltallty. .

P

¥ + S Brock said that UTILITY's comment emphaslzes what he has

FLE ays told me: that UTILITY will not forgive KUBARK for the

T kmann case.as long as he lives. UTILITY's interpretation ‘of.. 3&%

ﬁ%~ the; case is that it was an intrigue aimed at forcing him out of" ‘iﬁi

L ATIDE. He believes that the allegatlons against - Deckmann| were. R
dg}lberately twisted bv an anti-UTILITY cabal in KUBARK R

bably headed by L. D which was determined to get vid of - :
H He sees Deckmann only as a pawn in this game. Brock said g
probably because of - the Deckmann case that UTILITY :
'f'.made such an effort to strengthen his relationships with . i, 428
¢5British and Trench Services.. 'Feeling- that he has lost': KUBQ§K S%y
: pbrt he hopes to retain’ thelrs. : . pid
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